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G434-198
Section 4.14.4 includes an analysis of noise levels during
construction.

G434-199
Section 4.14.1 has been updated with an explantion of how sound
is measured and the appropriate units used to assess noise levels.

G434-200
Section 4.7.4 contains additional information on this topic.
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G434-201
Impacts BioMar-3 and BioMar-5 in Section 4.7.4 contain additional
information on this topic.
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G434-202
Impact BioMar-2 in Section 4.7.4 addresses this topic.

G434-203
Foghorns are required safety and warning devices with specific
safety and warning devices.

G434-204
The EIS/EIR uses data from a large database of weather data
collected near Pt. Mugu (International Station Meteorological
Climate Summary CD, Ver. 3.0, published in March 1995) over a
period of 47 years from 1946 to 1993 (see Section 4.1.8.5).

G434-205
The issue of aesthetics is admittedly subjective and there is a wide
range of opinion on how the aesthetics of the proposed Project may
or may not affect different people, but people on the mainland
would most likely be able to discern a very small, ship-like,
stationary object on the horizon for about one-third of the year.
Most of the time, minimal atmospheric haze near the horizon and/or
other climatic conditions would obscure any view of the facility. See
Section 4.4.4 specifically for aesthetic impacts on offshore boaters,
for example.
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G434-206
Section 4.4.3 has been revised and includes additional information.
Appendix F provides information on visibility calculations.

The presence of marine haze at the horizon would obscure the
view for about two-thirds of the year, and under clear conditions,
the FSRU would appear as a very small object at the horizon. See
the discussion under Impact AES-2, "Alter Nightime Ocean Views".



2004/G434

G434-207
The photographic simulations of the FSRU were prepared by a
third-party consultant with expertise in constructing such models.
The consultant utilized a variety of graphics/image editing software
and added the 3D model of the FSRU based on the Project
Applicant's engineering drawings to render a "best approximation"
of the FSRU in its proposed setting.

Section 4.4.1.1 provides a description of the manner in which the
offloading LNG carrier would tie up parallel to and immediately next
to (side by side not end to end) the FSRU, which would have a
slightly larger profile than a typical LNG carrier. At a distance of at
least 12 NM (the closest point of land on the mainland), it would be
difficult if not impossible to distinguish two separate vessels.

Also when one views the Channel Islands from a mainland
viewpoint, one cannot see details on the islands (without a
telescope or binoculars); only their profile and a somewhat mottled
overall color caused by variation in the topography on the islands is
visible.

G434-208
The FSRU has an overall length of 971 feet or less than 0.2 miles,
not a "visible width of 2/3 mile," which equals about 3,520 feet -- a
significant difference when comparing the profiles of the FSRU and
Anacapa Island from a vantage point at Mugu Rock.

Standing at the base of Mugu Rock (elevation ~55' ASL), one
would have a visible horizon at about 9 NM. The FSRU location is
beyond that point at about 13.7 NM west-southwest of Mugu Rock,
"below" the horizon. But due to the increased eye height of an
observer at Mugu Rock, one would be able to see roughly the top
68 feet of the Moss tanks under clear conditions.

G434-209
La Jolla Canyon runs roughly northwest to southeast behind Mugu
Peak and the associated ridge line; therefore, there would be no
direct line of sight to the proposed FSRU anchorage. Atop Mugu
Peak one would have a clear line of sight to the FSRU, but at a
distance of slightly over 14 NM the FSRU, under typical marine
meteorological conditions, would be an indistinguishable small
object on the horizon. Boney Ridge in Point Mugu State Park is
even more distant from the FSRU being about 4 miles
east-northeast of Mugu Peak. The same is true for other Santa
Monica Mountains NRA areas mentioned, all well east and north of
Mugu Peak.



G434-210
Searchlights would not be "trained towards the mainland" as LNG
carriers approach the port from its seaward side. The two proposed
approach routes merge about 46 miles south-southeast of the
FSRU.

Section 4.4.4 discuss the potential impacts of lighting on the FSRU.
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G434-211
Section 4.4.4 addresses aesthestics impacts.

G434-212
Section 4.16 contains information within the proper scope of
analysis of socioeconomics required under NEPA and the CEQA.



2004/G434

G434-213
The estimated job creation due to the Project that is included in
Section 4.16.1 which is consistent with other comparable projects.
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G434-214
Section 4.4 discusses aesthetic impacts on tourists and other
recreational users.

G434-215
Section 4.16.4 has been updated to include an updated analysis of
the potential impact on commercial fishery catch blocks.

G434-216
Section 4.2.5 discusses liability and insurance issues.

G434-217
Section 4.16.1.2 contains updated information on property values.
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G434-218
Section 4.20 discusses the process by which projects were
identified for inclusion in the cumulative effects analysis.

G434-219
The cumulative impacts analysis (Section 4.20) has been updated
and revised.

G434-220
The cumulative impacts analysis has been conducted in
accordance with NEPA and CEQA guidelines. See section 15130
of the State CEQA Guidelines specifically.

G434-221
The cumulative impacts analysis has been conducted to account
for those projects that are reasonable and forseeable, in
accordance with NEPA and CEQA guidelines. See again section
15130 of the State CEQA Guidelines.

Section 1.2 addresses the need for natural gas. Two tugboats
would be dedicated to the Project; no additional tugboats would be
necessary (see Section 4.3.1.3). Sections 4.2.2, 4.2.6.1, and
4.2.7.6 contain information on the potential for a terrorist attack.

G434-222
The comment refers to the discussion of the impacts on vessel
traffic during construction, not during operations. Section 4.20.3.3
provides an updated cumulative vessel traffic impacts analysis.

G434-223
No part of the Project would be located in Malibu; therefore, no
projects within Malibu have been included in the cumulative
impacts analysis.

G434-224
The cumulative impacts analysis (Section 4.20) considers all parts
of the Project for each resource, as appropriate for that resource
and as required by federal and state regulations.
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G434-225
The EIS/EIR analyzes the proposed Project and its alternatives as
described in Chapters 2 and 3 in accordance with applicable law.
See section 15378 of the State CEQA Guidelines for the definition
of "Project."
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G434-226
The Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C1) addresses
multiple credible scenarios, each developed in consultation with
experts in public safety. Sandia National Laboratories conducted a
review of the Independent Risk Assessment (see Appendix C2).
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G434-227
Based on state and Federal law, the EIS/EIR was conducted to
NEPA and CEQA guidelines. All applicable and relevant laws and
regulations were taken into consideration.

With respect to the sufficiency of data, NEPA and the CEQA do not
dictate an amount of information to be provided but rather prescribe
a level of treatment, which may in turn require varying amounts of
information to enable reviewers and decision-makers to evaluate
and compare alternatives. The information must be sufficient to
permit decision-makers to make a reasoned choice of alternatives
with respect to their environmental impacts. Decision-makers have
discretion in this matter.

G434-227.1
See the response to Comment G434-227.
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G434-228
Section 2.1 contains information on design criteria and
specifications, final design requirements, and regulations governing
the construction of the FSRU. The Cabrillo Port must be designed
in accordance with applicable standards, and the U.S. Coast Guard
has final approval. Section 4.2.4 contains information on Federal
and State agency jurisdiction and cooperation. The Deepwater Port
Act specifies regulations that all deepwater ports must meet;
Section 4.2.7.3 contains information on design and safety
standards for the deepwater port. Section 4.2.8.2 contains
information on pipeline safety and inspections. Impact EJ-1 in
Section 4.19.4 addresses additional pipeline design requirements in
areas of low-income and minority communities. The EIS/EIR's
analyses have been developed with consideration of these factors
and regulations and in full conformance with the requirements of
NEPA and the CEQA.

G434-229
The Final EIS/EIR contains data that became available after the
publication of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. In addition,
Appendices C1 and C2 contain the revised Independent Risk
Assessment and the review of it by Sandia National Laboratory.
The Final EIS/EIR analyzes foreseeable risks and proposes
mitigation measures, accordingly.

G434-230
The CSLC would make this determination, based on substantial
evidence in the record, before it could approve the proposed
Project.
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